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DETAILED ACTION 
Drawings 

1 . The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(5) 
because they do not Include the following reference sign(s) mentioned in the 
description: Reference sign 400. Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 
37 CFR 1 .121(d) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment 
of the application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should include all of 
the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only 
one figure is being amended. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date 
of an application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement 
Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not 
accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of any 
required corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the drawings 
will not be held in abeyance. 

Specification 

2. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: Page 
12 Lines 13 and 15 refer to the "defomnable seat" using the reference numeral 
902. Reference numeral 902 is consistently used throughout the application to 
describe the "glazing cap" and reference numeral 904 describes the "deformable 
seat." For examination purposes, "the defomriable seat 902" is being assumed to 
read "deformable seat 904." 

Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Objections 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claim13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the Invention. It Is unclear from the claim as well as 
the specification as to how the second veneer slidably connects to the sides of 
the insulation core. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 

all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary sk\\\ in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hollman (US 6,487,827 B2) in view of Aufderhaar (U 5,219.634) and Eggers 



et al. (US 4,146,662). 
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7. In Re claim 1 , Column 5 Lines 39-41 of Hollman teaches the panel (32) of 
claim 1 comprising a fiberboard substrate, Hollman does not specifically teach 
the fiberboard substrate including wood fiber and waterproof resin, however it is 
well know in the art to combine wood fibers with waterproof resin as taught in 
Aufderhaar, Column 2 Lines 51-61. Hollman also teaches at least one veneer 
(84) disposed over a first face of the fiberboard substrate; as well as attaching 
the veneer with an adhesive disposed between the at least one veneer (84) and 
the fiberboard substrate. Hollman is silent as to the particulars of the adhesive; 
nevertheless, Column 2; Lines 27-32 and 49-52 of Eggers et al. teach the use of 
a waterproof adhesive to bond the veneer to a fiberboard substrate. It would 
have been obvious to one skilled in the art to modify the veneered fiberboard 
substrate panel in Hollman by using a wood fiber and waterproof resin panel as 
taught by Aufderhaar and a waterproof veneer adhesive as taught by Eggers et 
al. 

8. In Re claim 2, Figures 2 (a) and (b) of Hollman discloses a panel (32), 
wherein the first face of the fiberboard substrate has a profiled surface. 

9. In Re claim 3, Column 6 Lines 21-27 of Hollman teaches a panel (32) 
where at least one veneer (84) is pliable and assumes a profile corresponding to 
the profiled surface of the fiberboard substrate when disposed over the 
fiberboard substrate. 

10. In Re claim 4, Column 5 Lines 41-43 of Hollman teaches a second veneer 
disposed over a second face of the fiberboard substrate. 
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1 1 . Regarding claims 5-9, Hollman as modified by Aufderhaar and Eggers et 
al. lacks teaching an adhesive that contains the specific compounds of phenol 
formaldehyde, methyl di-isocyante, cyanurmide, polyurethane, or urethane. It 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to use a waterproof resin/adhesive that includes phenol 
formaldehyde, methyl di-isocyante, cyanurmide, polyurethane, or urethane since 
it has been held to be within the general skill of a worker in the art to select a 
know material on the basis of its suitability for the intended use as a matter of 
obvious design choice. In re Leshin, 125 USPQ 416. 

12. Regarding method claims 18-21 and 23-25 the combination renders the 
claimed method steps obvious since such would be a logical manner of making 
the combination. 

13. Method claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Hollman, Aufderhaar, and Eggers et al. as applied to claim 1 above, and 
further in view of Forman (US 5,526,857). Forman, Column 2 Lines 35-40 
specifically teach milling the at least one face of the fiberboard substrate to 
provide at least one profiled face. With regard to the remaining elements of claim 
22, the combination of all the references renders the claimed method steps 
obvious since such would be a logical manner of making the combination. 

14. Claims 10, 13-15, and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Huizenga (US 2,633,946) in view of Hollman (US 6,487.827 
B2), Aufderhaar (U 5,219,634), and Eggers et al. (US 4,146,662). 
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15. In Re claim 10, Huizenga teaches a door including at least one panel 
cavity; an insulation core disposed within the at least one panel cavity; and at 
least one panel disposed within the at least one panel cavity and coupled to the 
door. 



I 
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at least one panel cavity 



at least one panel 
' disposed within 
the at least one 
.jf panel cavity and. 
coupled to the 
door 



an insulation core 
disposed within the at least 
one panel cavity 



Although Huizenga does teach the use of panels, it does not specifically disclose 
the material of the panel, however, the combination of references Hollman. 
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Aufderhaar and Eggers et al. teach the characteristics of the panel in claim 10. 
Column 5 Lines 39-41 of Hollman teaches the panel (32) comprising a fiberboard 
substrate. Hollman does not particularly teach the fiberboard substrate including 
wood fiber and waterproof resin, however, it is well know in the art to combine 
wood fibers with waterproof resin as taught in Aufderhaar, Column 2 Lines 51-61. 

Furthermore, Hollman discloses a panel (32) having at least one profiled 
face (Figure 2), a first veneer coupled to the at least one profiled face with a 
waterproof adhesive, wherein the first veneer (84) has a profile corresponding to 
the at least one profiled face of the fiberboard substrate (Column 6 Lines 21-27), 
and a second veneer, wherein the second veneer is coupled to another face of 
the fiberboard substrate (Column 5 Lines 41-43) as well as attaching the veneer 
with an adhesive. Hollman is silent as to the particulars of the adhesive; 
nevertheless, Column 2; Lines 27-32 and 49-52 of Eggers et al. teach the use of 
a waterproof adhesive to bond the veneer to a fiberboard substrate. 

Lastly, Huizenga (Figure 2) in combination with Hollman (Column 5 Lines 
41-43) teaches the second veneer being substantially adjacent to the insulation 
core. The examiner is considering the insulation core in Figure 2 of Huizenga to 
be the area between the opposed panels. It would therefore been obvious one 
skilled in the art to modify the panels as taught by Huizenga with the panels of 
the combined references Hollman, Aufderhaar and Eggers et al. 
16. Concerning claim 13, as best understood, Huizenga teaches a panel (20) 
being slidably coupled to an insulation core as well as the panel being moveable 
relative to the insulation core. Since applicant has not shown or described in 
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detail, other then showing the second veneer resting flush against the insulation 
core, how the second veneer is coupled to the insulation core; the examiner is 
interpreting this limitation broadly and considering the backside of panel (20) to 
be slidably attached to the insulation core by the fact that they rest flush against 
each other. Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine the veneer panel 
of Hollman with the slidably coupled panel of Huizenga. 

17. Concerning claim 14, Huizenga teaches a second panel (Figure 1, 
reference numeral 1 1 ) and it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at 
the time of the invention to modify the second panel to further include the 
limitations of claim 14 as have been described previously in claim 10. 

1 8. Regarding claim 1 5, Figure 2 of Huizenga further teaches the door 
assembly of claim 14, further comprising at least one bracket (7) coupled to the 
at least one panel (10) and to the second panel (11). 

19. In Re claim 17, Column 6 Lines 21-27 of Hollman, as previously discussed 

in claim 10, teach the first veneer being pliable and assumes the profile 

corresponding to the profiled face of the fiberboard substrate when disposed over 

r 

the fiberboard substrate. Therefore, it would have been obvious to include the 
pliable veneer of Hollman. 

20. Claims 11, 12, 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Huizenga, Hollman, Aufderhaar, and Eggers et al. as applied 
to claim 10 above, and further in view of Twigg et al. (US 6,151,849). 

21 . In Re claim 1 1 , the combination of the aforementioned references teach 
coupling the panel to the door, however, they do not teach a glazing cap coupled 
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to the door and engaged against the at least one panel. Figures land 2; as well 
as Column 3 Lines 24-32 and 41-51 of Twigg et al., disclose a glazing cap (30) 
coupled to the door (4) and engaged against the at least one panel (20). Thus it 
would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to modify the panel of Huizenga 
to include the glazing cap of Twigg et al. 

22. Concerning claim 12, Twigg as discussed above, further contains a 
sealant (31) that is disposed between the at least one panel (20) and the glazing 
cap (30). 

23. In Re claim 16 Twigg, Figures 1 and 2, further teach at least one glass 
pane disposed within the insulation core and the at least one panel. It would 
have then been obvious to one skilled in the art to incorporate the glass pane as 
taught by Twigg into the panel of the Huizenga and Hollman to allow for light to 
penetrate the panel. 

24. Claim 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hollman (US 6,487.827 B2) In view of Aufderhaar (US 5,219,634) and Eggers et 
al. (US 4,146,662). Concerning claim 23, the combination renders the claimed 
method steps obvious since such would be a logical manner of making the 
combination. 

25. Claims 24 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hollman (US 6,487,827 B2) in view of Aufderhaar (US 5,219,634) and Eggers et 
al. (US 4.146,662). Aufderhaar, Column 6 Lines 10-14, specifically teach 
heating a fiberboard substrate. With regard to the remaining elements of claim 
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24, the combination renders the claimed method steps obvious since such would 
be a logical manner of making the combination. 

26. Claims 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hollman (US 6,487,827 B2) In view of Aufderhaar (US 5,219,634) and Eggers et 
al. (US 4,146,662). Eggers et al.. Column 2 Lines 29, specifically teaches 
compressing a fiberboard substrate. With regard to the remaining elements of 
claim 25, the combination renders the claimed method steps obvious since such 
would be a logical manner of making the combination. 

27. Claim 26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Huizenga (US 2.633,946) in view of Hollman (US 6,487,827 B2), Aufderhaar (US 
5,219,634), and Eggers et al. (US 4,146,662). Concerning claim 26. the 
combination renders the claimed method steps obvious since such would be a 
logical manner of making the combination. 

28. Claim 27 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Huizenga (US 2,633,946) in view of Hollman (US 6,487.827 B2. Aufderhaar (US 
5.219,634). Eggers et al. (US 4,146,662), and Twigg et al. (US 6.151,849). 
Conceming claim 27, the combination renders the claimed method steps obvious 
since such would be a logical manner of making the combination. 

29. Claim 28 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Huizenga (US 2.633,946) in view of Hollman (US 6.487.827 82, Aufderhaar (US 
5,219,634). Eggers et al. (US 4.146.662). and Twigg et al. (US 6,151,849). 
Conceming claim 28, the combination renders the claimed method steps obvious 
since such would be a logical manner of making the combination. 
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30. Claim 29 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Huizenga (US 2,633.946) in view of Hollman (US 6.487,827 B2, Aufderhaar (US 
5,219,634), Eggers et al. (US 4,146,662), and Twigg et al. (US 6,151,849). 
Conceming claim 29, the combination renders the claimed method steps obvious 
since such would be a logical manner of making the combination. 

31 . Claim 30 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Huizenga (US 2,633,946) in view of Hollman (US 6,487,827 B2), Aufderhaar (US 
5,219,634), and Eggers et al. (US 4,146,662). Conceming claim 30, the 
combination renders the claimed method steps obvious since such would be a 
logical manner of making the combination. 

32. Claim 31 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Huizenga (US 2.633,946) in view of Hollman (US 6,487,827 B2), Aufderhaar (US 
5,219,634), and Eggers et al. (US 4.146,662). Concerning claim 31, the 
combination renders the claimed method steps obvious since such would be a 
logical manner of making the combination. 

33. Claim 32 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Huizenga (US 2,633,946) in view of Hollman (US 6,487,827 82), Aufderhaar (US 
5,219,634), and Eggers et al. (US 4.146,662). Concerning claim 32, the 
combination renders the claimed method steps obvious since such would be a 
logical manner of making the combination. 



Conclusion 
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The prior art made of record and not relied on is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Johnston, US 6,212,846 B1 discloses the inclusion of 
cyanuramide in waterproof adhesives. Minn US Application 2003/0024637 A1 
discloses the inclusion of polyurethane and urethane in waterproof adhesives. 

Von Haas US 6,402,869 B1 and Wagemaker US 3,038,179 discloses the 
inclusion of phenol fomnaldehyde in waterproof resins. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Anthony N. Bartosik whose telephone number 
is 2723600. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30-5:00; Alter Fri 
OffE.D.T. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Batson Victor can be reached on 571-272-6987. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Infonnation Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Victor Batson 
Supervisory Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 3600 
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